4/22/69 



Dear Hal, 

Your letter of tue 19th has just arrived and 1 respond immediately 
to assure you tne t what is involved is not your integrity, your ho nesty, our 
friendship, your selflessness, dedication or anything of this nature. You have 
been very helpful to me personally, and you know I appreciate it. What is in- 
volved is very poor judgement, doing something than can be, may have been 
hurtful, served no useful purorpose. Because 1 must protect my source I a sk you 
to take this on trust: do not discuss this with any of those you nay think may 
have been involved. Paul or Jim, that’s something else. If you feel my complaint 
is unwarranted, f or eyemp 1 e, by means you car discuss it with them and get 
their independent judgement. Because I do not went to finger my source, although 
when it is safely possible I will tell you all of it, I will not. be more specific. 

I will respond in terms of your letter. 

First, on Bud: I told him what I did, gave him what ■** did, in strictest 
confidence. Be was under no circumstances to have mentioned this to anyone. H 0 , 
he goes to California and gets onaa scan boy with it. ’^orse, he knows my deep 
distrust for Turner, knows the enormous damage Turner diu in ^ew Orleans l 3S you 
cannot begin to imagine), so he tells Turner. Now 1 happen to regard this as one 
of the more significant, more useful of the things have discovered. It, is not 
only for literary ourposes I wanted it keep in deepest security. There are others 
things I do, other uses 1 intend for my materials, >»nd I should be able to h«ve 
the use of my material the way I want while being able to entrust the knowledge 
to others so their work can benefit from it. If we do not keen each other’s 
confidences we emasculate ourselves as no enemies can. v ith burner* s w ell-established 
record of uninhibited th fee very, he could not have spoken before one I wanted less 
tc knew about this - an«i that is putting the best possible face on Turner. I’ll 
return to him in reference to those mentions in your letter. But this material is 
not what is involved. x had eerlie , picked up the leakage, not in California, and 
having told, besides buc, only leul and Cr^ry , I asken each. Neither had spoken to 
anyone about it. 'm 1 knows tnat whet 1 send him is available to you and Jim, and 
he did not have to t&J-l me he made it available, u assumed he would have and so 
intended. So, Bud either repeated this to me serious breach of my trust or someone 
to whom he had mentioned it in California immediately retailed it. 1 ‘hi s would 
trouble me even more. I do not know and will not be able to find out, unless he 
elects to discuss it with me when I raise the question with him. 

It was not about. x hornley, nor was it about nepburn. In this connection 
I ask you not consider the present comments on this by all of the LA people as 
being what $ou should reed. ;-sk their initial attitudes, participations and 
staunch refusals to do what was necessary when they were told why it was necessary. 

To this day they have not performed, but they talk real big. They all bean? a 
very large share of responsibility in this direction, before and after the fact. 

You say you rtr rt / are that I talking about Fred. I will neither 
affirm nor deny for tie r, teted reasons. I will tell you that I heard long sgo that 
you had been in LA. with your girl-friend (congratulations. Hope it ripens end 
matures into somethin? real rood) . ^et me suggest you asiC yourself v/hat you took 
with vou and to whom you showed it. A *ere note tuat v/hat is confidential need not 
bear numerous official stamps to establish its character. Y ou sav/ no one not in 
contact with a 11 the others. Therefore, ask yourself v/hat purpose could have been 
served by taking any material of any kxind of any one of us to snow any of than. 

Ask yourself further, if you had the correspondence of others in any form, if this 
was even proper to have v/ith you, leave 8lone show others. And you might ask yourself 
if you had and showed things that are not central in the case, that were none of the 
business of those with whom you were. If in addition you face your own knowledge 
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thet there ere those in 1A who consider themselves my e&emy or procjLoim tueir uib- 
like for me end thet despite eny protestations of mutuel dislikes end mistrust, 
some of these ere on terms of intimacy with each other, do you think you should 
h*- ve had anything from em with you whether or not you showed it? To the best of 
my knowledge, you sow no one in LA unknown to me, J here fore you saw no one to 
whom 1 V7*ould not hove given anything 1 wanted him to hove. You kno'A that Li f ton 
has been talking of suing me. I presume *rea has told you of me what ac has told 
others, ^ou mentioned these two ^and 1 do not respond tc your suggestion tnat I 
may nave hau Iff ton in mind). 

You are correct in interpreting what x mean by a frightening hole but 
not in sum assuming I attributed any self-seeking of personal profit to you. No 
thoughts could have been fartbur fro my mind. But one of the possibilities, not 
in reference to you, is not to be ignored: blackmail. There nre those who would not 
eschew this iv they thought they could advance whot they want thereby. I do not 
anticipate it,, however, and not in the normal sense in any evrnt. Blackguarding 
might be closer to the capabilities t visualize, b’hat you do no* understand is that 
those you know nay not be in oil respects and Irith all people os they have been 
with you. Therefore, since v/e all tend to evaluate people on the basis of cur 
own experiences end estimates, you may bo entirely unev/aro of this. Because of your 
own trust in our own judgement, what you h ve been tol * of some o. these people 
just has not registered cn you. 

You address "truth” es thought it is an absolute. ..het ^red, for example, 
might re ord as truth 1 assure you I do not and am confident you also would not. 
x t is in connection vith him that you .nuke your definition, .bother or not he 
seeks truth, as he or as x understand it, is entirely unrelated to whot you brocket 
with it, "If there was something about the "hornley nr tter thet we discussed I knew 
of nothing that I couldn’t really tell him that would endanger any confi dance" . *his 
is in every respect wrong. Eirst, you know * hot h? did to me about the i 'hornley 
me tter. ^ext, you know he is, despite his clsjcuor, close to i-ifton. ^ou also know 
that I told you not to mention it to anyone. And above oil you know 1 send to those 
I went t~ have it what 1 have thet 1 went them to have. You should never under su y 
circumstance consider discussing what x have on or relatin'* to * horn ley with anyone. 
It is this simple thing you must come to understand or with the bast of intentions 
you will do great damage. You must not discuss other people’s materials or business 
without their assent. Each of us may have special reasons for net wanting this done, 
but in my case I have repeatedly made it explicit that I hove no confidence in most 
of the people you dell with end I have repeatedly n© de it specific x send what I 
do for Tsui, you ana J ini only. x his, it seems to me, should be enough. Please think 
this through so you may come to understand it. T n addition, - om s writer in a com- 
petitive field, and you know my stuff is stolen regularly, you know that Turner 
does it and considers it right and proper, ^ou v?ers present v;hen I tcld him in 
confidence what you next read under hi name in Ramparts, a- his own thinking. Y 0 u 
know only too woll too much more. 

In the Thiteft 1 have implicit trust. They are two of the finest people 
I have ever met. In addition, they live with tha need for maintaining confidence, 
for he is in s field where it is and must be done anc tha need is well understood 
and respected. It was not them* Even vith thi high regard L have for thmn, how- 
ever, hrve placed a restriction I expect you to respect: no one else kno:.sof any 
of this I send. If you have other desires, ask me. Vith there I can offhand think 
of nothing I would deny then if they v? nbed it or you thought they should have 
access to it. On o simple basis, I3hius t know how we deel with each other. ^ must 
know that I esn tr st you to abide by the restrictions I ask you to respect. Other- 
wise, I om faced with the possible necessity of not sending you certain things aid 
this 1 do not want to come to pas3* You cannot know all that may be in my mind, nor 
can you anticipate whether or not i have special uses or purposes in mind. 



* 0 ur purposes, your next point, are not in question at all. I have 
no question here. I do doubt the last art of that sentence, ’'other than to get 
information" • 1 his could not in any sense relate to that of which I complain/ If 
it is Jove or Fred, for example, do you have to csjole then to get Information, or 
bribe them? Aside from this, what I specifically refer to is not of such a cherecyer. 
1 ou do not exaggerate when you say you go to trouble end expense to help my work/ 
'‘‘his has always been true, it has always been unselfish, and it has always ta en 
valuable, ^ou know I do appreciate it and you know that in the limited ways I can 
I do reflect this. 

Now I do acknowledge that there may be times when with some of those 
you are in contact with, you may, from your greater intelligence and superior 
knowledge, understand what they do not and cannot and may decided that it is nec- 
essary to pass on to others what they prefer that you not. However, with, for 
exa pie, Taul or Jim, or w ery ana me, this is not the case, if you ever felt 
this way with one cf us, you should ask. With L if ton end Fred, whose judgement 
is miserable, you may have to impose your own. In fact, 1 belit-ve that with what 
some of what Fred has told you,, you have not and should have. I do not belabor 
this, but think about it. 

Hndlessly - must address these two and Turner, for you persist in not 
respecting my opinion about them. 'A here x am involved, you si ,p,y must or I cannot 
trust you, and this J do not want to come to pass. The best that can be said for 
what -hifton he 3 done to me is that it is very wrong, -^ou kn w this. The best that 
C8n be said for him personally is that, bright &s he is or not, he is like sick. 

Such a men simply cannot be trusted. Now I ask you to consider less xeA pleasant 
possibilities. 'That he di: ir blackjacking Fred (and what kind of men i? x ‘ red to 
have permitted this- to have collaborated, really, from what he himself sent me) 
is wretched, inexcuse able end in d the sole and exclusive purpose of hurting me. 
x n his own twisted mini I if ton may hove decided it was to help ^aornley. But to 
do that he had to deliberately misconstrue a n~ misrepresent 7;nat he intimidated 
out of r rcd, v. no is herily a match for a fluttering but mortally -wounded motn. 

-‘■'his in open, m-ilicicus dishonesty, if he is capable of this he simply cannot be 
trusted with anything, for you have to assume he will nave no more scruple with n 
any other material. It is that simple. Need **• add anytaing about Fred? Well, I do, 
and when you are here again you will see these things in letters he wrote me: he 
knows the entire thing was not dishonest, was nor. designed to frame Miornley, was 
8 mechanism for hi • protection, vvas not in any sense a doctoring of photpgrpahs 
or photographic evidence and. above alj., he knew it could be used to hart Garrison 
(for whom he proclaimed such undying love and repect) and me. If, knowing these 
things, he still gave Nave and horn ley* 2 lawyer v/hst he knew they could not use 
except by misrepresentation, need anything else be said of aim? It is not simply 
that he has nc jusdgement and often displays very bad judgement. It is very 
simple* he is a terrible coward. And belit-ve no, it was so used-and may yat be 

again and again in different contexts. There was no my in the world Lifton or 

honnley could have gotten this except with Fred’s assent’, for oner© was fto other 
frey, save theft, to obtain it. Fred, who is full grown, knows no a bin a if he did not 

know this. When you ere here, as always, you can see the entire file. If you have 

any doubt of my representation, tell me what you want and 1*11 copy it and send it. 

Now, with these facts, this history, you are on thin ground on givin, c hem any- 
thing, ei the. of tneru (ubless you want it hanging on tie papier-mache trees or 

buring in the Brown and ^oot invisible tunnels). But ho .7 in the world can you justify 

showing or discussing anything of mind with either? What need could there have teen? 
Whet conceivable use ful prupose, what constructive, end to serve? Or with Turner, 
to whom I now /urn* 

He is, 1 know, your friend, therefore, 1 have bean less pointed than 
is more than warrantsd. I do not and have not called him an agent, though it if 



I w ere pressed, I’d have to acknowledge the possibility, that a number of things 
do point in that direction. I do not think he s. I think he is merely un-c-un- 
ulous and incompetent. "Ithal very self-seeking. V.ith this understating of what 

:®f. be . sa1 ^ a . eaii:s * lam » 1 " sx y° u t0 unlighten me: what single, viable, iiportoit 
thibfe has he orought to light on this entire subject? hhat useful primrose has he 
served, -hat one important witness has bo found, from whom he extracted what 
valuable information'' ••’hat single good interview has he conducted with those 
discovered by others? in short, toll me whet he has done, for all the talk all 
fcha 1)026 ! all u ta ® WC reputation of an FBI -agent background and this fine thing 
on exposing them? (And even he. o, what has he brogfehh tomlight that is new, what 
more tnan is necessary, ; as the very mintuuum, to establish e phoney bone fides 
ii ne were an agent, as V ince would argue?). Competence? hy when Johann Rush was 
poin ed out to him and he was told what to s sk for, ne couldn’t even do that. u e 
die. take what Hush volunteered and posed this as a great achievement,, when it was 
noting, no., yen now. -e did toll Push now important, how knowledgeable he is. 

Bu.. to get what we needed, what he was asked to get to begin with, Paul and 1 had 
to go to gr-e, trouble and what for ua is considerable expense. Here let ne digress 

: \V® r ? thore * 6ul ” HS 8frfiid «e sould hot do it. ,. 8 did magnificently. i’ 

do no.. nin.< there was a single question to be usked of nush after .- eu l saw him. 
yaul may .e timid about such things, but ne certainly is competent, at least, with 

f"-. not an ^ec-nistic, end 1th his fine mind, when he has time and there 
£ b ° -^stioneu w.io can not be essu ed to be antagonistic, as Jeanne, 

. . ’■ v . * oala 8° oJ 11 ve 1111:1 11 long. i 1 . specially because of tbe debth of 

^ th L r ‘*u? rlal anJ his inn6te conservative ness on fact and truth. 
in ’ -'cingth this question about Turner. If there is a single nlu= 
mr:r:c on this score, 1 want to know it, or if there arc more, i xnov; of nothin- 
witn .. ;;i ca he has oeen associated thftt has not been a fiasco, a disaster, or. 
where tnere has been less that groat tragedy, anythin, better than an enormous 
L 01 nor.ey, c bankrupting of our side. I, for example, hew had nv 

nnd 8 ^ - rSb i e J a " £bte * n6S£! ercctly icer ? esad He cause of the frittering of money’ 

. = our fie s jor vhiefc as was responsible. Some day you vil know the full im- 
q° o. the greet norm be die in -ew Orleans,, how close to the end of everythin-. 

Gary has seen some of it. 1 an net i, .partis 1 l which is unrelated to my knowledge 
or ju^ement) , so ask Gary. There simply can be no doubt about anything but why. 

ere Imce ere are m disagreement. In feet, the last time I spoke to Garrison, 
he was convinced turner was an agent ( confidential-not to go to Turner) and I 
spent eo-i- time shoeing him and, I think, convincing him,! of the other possibilities. 
a }" Ilis ®°2Bsion i learned more of the enroraosu waste Turner had caused in that 
oifice, xitex and of oher great costs he hod inflicted, others then - had learned 
on my own. .no I add that oh everything of which I have know ledge where Box-lev 

m- S I« Ca f f° ob T ioaoly v;ron G» there wad Turner backstopping him, aitiwmti eating 
him {Box ley r-o mimed the favor, often). This includes the overt manufacture of 
evidence. _ say and moan "manufacture”. It is that bad. It got to the noint where 
they were so contemptuous of Garrison or so certain of his unquestioning trust that 
they attached those he did trust, ealing tnera agents and other things, a'ni did n^t 
even fear leaving obvious gaps in thdir ” investigation",, giving: him' false informa- 
tion mat mould isll apart from a mere glance. It seems pretty clear that thev 
preyed on his paranoia, really terrifying him. But let :..e get tomyour letter on this. 

You say Turner told you he got a poster fro . -adrid with Stegall's 
picture, from ilangton, and he is mystified by tnis. rirst 1 tell you that I 
vn^n ~°n ° ^ 1 129 ^ t ‘* -agell story ot nil, oner did. .>ow - say Turner deceived 

keen Jr i *°£ than " ^-lieved. Tinge 11 is in ^pain ana hos been 

foepm ho fiec-ets. e has no apparent means of support, but has been in ^uro^e 
ior montns, including theee in an east-German jail from which he was sprung bv 
N«L??T ern ? ent ' f , W 4 itb s ^ 1 th8 opeR si S ns of intelligence involvement. Turner knows 
Do yoi need any more? llV ° S in ViilmiQ Ston (-Equipment Ilmea”). MiilffiX 






In the liglit of what is without question of open CIA involvement in 
W ® T/ tl ’leans at least, how can you sit still for his "expounding on the theme of 
non-fJlA participation"? Boxley was on the seme tack. Between the two of them jr u 
should heve seen end heard what they convinced Garrison - whet he was about to do 
and say on thisj Boxley's formulation is that is was a "secret FBI cell" in N.O. 
l ;0 evuience at all. A1J. the CIA clues? FBI plants, £oiH£ bee 1 " to the early 60s. 

How far In advance they nor ked cn that one! Bach to wtere JB'T was therr boy. 

Thev shijaix could read the future! On this there is no 3IA-FBI rivalry. x t is 
tneir fiction, -ou knot/ better. The FBI covered tlB OTA on everything. It does 
not "make sense". A nd when you say "His remarks were made iri the context of 
discussing ^oxley", do not lose sight of the fact that here you cannot discuss 
^oxxey wwUhuht arscussing Turner. Ihey simple cannot ve separated, not on any 
Ox it, and I caxushow you their own writ ten proof of it. How can you attribute 
relevance to H 0 bver being a //.!' degree ^ason "and the OKI is ’solid Ale son’", even 
^ ^ PUG# iot the time come for questioning every one of these” fact’&" 

from Turner, even the minor ones, like the - <A asonry of the ONI? The government is 
full of them, hs is private life, so if true, what noon it mean? "pegi* Tenney 
hanging around ^uy Banister’s office”. It is else ' my information (an! oerhaps he 
is Uoin mine, for taee?e is no indication he ever aid any private investigating 
in K.O. ) that Kennedy hung aroud there, V.-ha k does it mean, aside from that' he had 
knowledge he didn b report? ■ L his belli vior was no-mal for hie job, has nothin'* to 
do with any kind of conspiracy, but to do with reporting cr friend shin, ’’...with 
Kennedy sending ell his reports on to the FBI fl :asn under Hoover." that, if 
sny tiling, does this mean, am where is tne proof that Kennedy went ouisids office 
channels with his reporting? A hot conceivable need coulu there hove bean for this? 
rind ohn - . moo re is not the 1 non under Hoover". That is deLoaeft, vfno may 
actually nui tiio joint. True about Arcadia am. CNI .-elp, bUo how* does tais relate 
exclusively to^ nim, or Last no other agency asked tuis help? hot that I can prove 
it is true, but - h*.v\ heard it. .rcscha ran i CIA, not an FBI front. Whet proof 
is there that "Banister sends hie reports to the FBI*', that m made end sent any 
reports, to anyone V Tumor’s word? And while you are m it, ask yourself if FBI* 
interest in Honi iter is inconsistent with their having v;iim of his bain- u*o to 
something the government wanted to know about, if the FBI wanted to keep' tabs on/ it. 
Like si pie theft. Or the political activities of various sorts. Have you seen 
the letter B sent u uy J ohnson? Without it, can you believe it exists? What should it 
when they were friends and in tie same town, within easy walking aist-nce of each 
other? Eetween two men so long experienced in clandestine work? On Banister, 

I tell you whet someone in a r coition to know tells me, that Banister suffered 
brain Hi mage in X hie ego end his subsequent career end conduct are in accord with 
the medical appraisal made at the t ime . . . khe> t proof do you have of Bradley’s 
in vo lv- mint in anything? True Garrison! read Turner) said this, jo you know his 
sources, hie evidence* Jo you know that Garrison knew he hea uotning, but just 
believed it? »*hen next you .re in ^ A, speak to -*evin about this. -*sk yourself 
whet kind of man persuades a puciie official he has proof he doss mfct have and on 
this basis gets that public official to msxe charges he cannot substantiate, to 
conduct the investigation alter the charge tiiet should nave been made in advance 
of it. That did sny subseouent investigation prove? Absolutely noxning. Reagan could 
have done us^ nogreeter favor then in denying extradition. $Tismen we? Turner’s, too 
end he went cefore tho grand jury. V-hat happened? Zero. .Again, nothing to it. And 
what proof is there that Hadley ever had any "intelligence” connections in thr past? 
That he was s guard during acrid «*'ar II? or a labor spy? That Banister attended a " 
reserve officer’s training school on i960 is extremely improbable, especially if 
as a teacher. 

If you have no independent proof of those foolish things Turner con- 
vinced you of, ask yourself what proof he offered? Can you uuthenti ca te a single 
one of these far-out things, cr did he offer you any? You, like Garrison, ari, taking 
him on trust. He is either sick cr outting you on, is e& contemptuous of yo u as of 
Garrison, lo me what he fed von i p 1 nnnH tv_ iH+.h +hn •* nr?~ c +-i «r. 
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end reversed, 



After all the things 1 have told you 8 bout Turner, is it not past tiae 
for asking yourself sorao nuestions, or for asking tangible proof of him? He keeps 
you all running between privvios. 



Nov ru*«; it. all tog thor, end whet do ycu/we hsvn of Turner? Anything 
more or bitter then the most enormous, unending diversion, sweetened a little 
with poisoned bait, the involving of the radical right (the right kind of bait, 
no? For most of us, Ranparts, Garrison, etc? 

Bradley? Shit, nothing else* 

Farewell America? Shit, but poisionous, almost fatal* 

The FBI letter he gave -%rk to use in the I*. Free Proas? Fabrication* 

Rose? according to jaffe, still with the other side# And who authenti- 
cated Rose? Turner. 

Potem? Turner again ’’authenticated” * -nd entertui ned on their money# 

sk Gary about this one. I war there an.i had never heard of them# 
But they would not let me :.ho Carr icon the Alyxa film on 
their equipment -and Turner woe there - ona no a it nos 
disappeared withTalmer (hove you any new* on him? Could bo 
very i portent# 

Underhill? Their own file disputes them, lotion. 

Owen? I*cr the indiscriminate, most indiscriminate birds. *nd his 
”interrogat ion”? Designed os confirmation# 

Those pictures- sketches of i'Frenchy” (any proof taere ova r was such a 

person? ) end the men wanted for king’s murder that he used in 
Tyne because he no"l ced it in April - veil, 1 got then from 
Fred and sent them to ^enski in ipril . Iio steals from Fred, too- 
one after O&ugh does# 
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Tpy. t is left? If anything that stocks up, pl sso tell me. Now bom much 
of this leaves any of you people ith tha slightest confidence in him? Cannot any 
of ycu analyze, ask questions? is it also not time to question your *o\vn judgement, 
that you could trust him ‘after this long history of not ? single thing that is 
ever proved and so awf.lly much that was So frightfully costly, almosj ruinous? 

Ask Paul what he may recall of what I told him when I v/as in iT.O. in December. So, 
he is e personable, persuasive guy. How much does hot : derive from his convection vdth 
Ramparts* and tie gl ammo r of being ex -FBI? Thile I do not trust the Ober streets, I do 
suggest you read what they published about him (with no argument of which I vn swore) 
and see if you cm refute it. Hal, you have sem enough snake r to recognized a 
rattler before it strikes. 



0 n Brnndon: it is time for his women to let herself be known. There is 
no reason for her to bo afraid of us, sv-.-ry reason for her to have s complete 
story recorded, for that i her only protection. 1 still wont to know about the 
hospital bit, vho aske then to be tier v arid why, who suspected she might, kill 
herself and why, oil tae many* personal things this woman must knew because see 
knows as much es she does, 0 dio's clothing: she bed a millionaire boyfri nd of 

whim I know, ,’het is the woman's ethnic background? T? Itirl t? show her th- pictures, 
but there was no reason to expect my to have br vn fomili.r -;»nd ground to suspect her 
hed she recognized my of The else did Sylvia imcw? They had to know sxamo of 

her friends to hove be . n her badside guard, .hot won the reel relationship between 
her and ’^onr-rll, on whet has happened to don: el].? Ah** : s the real Fa t Le r .dacha nn. 
story (asked without oriming)? Ash her sbout Butler, on the off chance she might know 
or have heard anything# This loud girl knew him, and his v.ife got up ti ht. She also 
had a story about being offered much money for her assassination knowledge, which is 
whet got her to Butler. Her suspicions are inportent, and they go in th? right 
direction, but her conclusions seem to be off. Like II 8 reus for F6rre (here not^/fchat 
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this name is in and is also disguised in 1T53. The fact of which she racy not know 
tue meaning j s what interests me# 



u ntil/v.e can destroy it, the Odio story remains one ol’ the more 
provocative things scout which we must learn more -nil we cun, '^his is one of 
tha better possibilities. I do wish you couln get pus t Brandon ou it and if and 
when you go, .or get about Odio mu connection with the recti cel right, for she hs d 
r.o such politics. It is possible to theorize ebout internal ^ubsn politics, that 
the right sought to plant suspicion on tne ’’left' 1 this way, by having people go 
to her. t is also not unreasonable to take her story straight. I am willing to. 

iey recollection is that ^rsndon told me his woman friend was in DF 
or the area, not Jolla a/ (Please tell him I use ana fine the little case he seve 
me convenient for smell files.) If he cannot get you through to her, push end prod 
a little bit about her to be certain he is genuine. 7;e ora taking hin at lace for 
vjhet hB said stacks up with what I had already learned. It adds nothin* to it" save 
these ty/o Yemen, and what they might know we still do not, save for invalid suspic- 
ions point in what seems like the wrong direction. 

If you get to see her, iepe end send me club. Ditto on feenre. If you 
can take leul, please do, for in his own quiet, self-ef fncinr way he is te-rific 
potentially a great asset because he is so rigid in his standards of what is factual 
his knowledge, and his nine. 9 

1 have e'jQut more tide on this than •*- should have. 1 want to try end 
ma*e you understand v.hat “ eeliew is right, whet I believe is the hazard we face 
ana the nex t effort that will be mace to get us going the wrong way, or is being 
meue. I •-•ant you to lock for real credentials r:,udng ’’us’', and to ask yourself 
uhe questions you should have asked without prodding* 1 also re rest tact this tesk 
we have undertaken is no game, no enilci’s play of any kind, no reason for the in- 
dulgence of cetty pleasures of various sorts. L'ach lies essu ea responsibilities 
toward others and must exercise tnevn in tne most responsible way* Also, remember 
that you were burglarized, end that next time it could be e different kind of bur- 
glary. Thereof re, you really should not be making conies of some of the things 
you have been, for there is no need to and taey do not relate to this work.' You can 
always get ohem, if need be , from Paul of me, end they do, by t her ex mere existence 
in your possession, present a special kina of jeopardy because of other intrests 
that can focus on you, for other reasons. Tnese are not singular interests. There 
are several that ccne to mind immediately, ^ou should have some mature concept of 
security, not paranoia. There are essential risks and there ere others. Motive, 
intent, are not controlling* Jesuit is. There snould be no unnecessary risks, bn d 
we should not visualize a conspiracy more leaborate tnan necessary (like hiring a 
paymaster or: tne scene, to count ou;. the loot while the esaepe is delayed! ).. .1 wish 
yoU htii r ° uaa time to respond to my request. that you tell ms who said whet when 

you were in Lji, especially but but exclusively, ebout Jsffe. ^ou said you woull end 
you didn’t. T^is may be important. I assure you taet your evaluation of the people 
involved, as you reflect it to me, is inadequate, wrong. I hope you/ we do not learn 
chc nurd way. You should have made a detailed memo. .. ..Sorry to hove to inflict the 
typose on you. 



m 

m 









Sincerely, 



